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PROTESTANT DISSENTERS; 

WITH REFERENCE TO THE 

CORPORATION AND TEST ACTS, 

In which the Reafons alleged by the Non-conformifts for tfy*- 
Repeal of thofe Laws, are examined under the three General 
Heads, to which they are reducible, of 

GROUNDS OF CLAIM, RELIGIOUS MOTIVES, 

AND 

POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS, 

AND SHEWN TO FAIL IN EACH BRANCH. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 



1 HE following pamphlet Was written in the 
year 1787, upon the firft circulation of the Gafe 
of the Proteftant Diffenters; but not being car- 
ried through the prcfy in time to be given to the 
Public before the debate look-place in the Houfe 
of Commons upon Mr. Beaufoy's motion, it was at 
that time fupprefied ; the author having no am* 
bition to be the Falftaff who fhould kill the 
breathlefs Percy, and little thinking* that the 
Diffenters were in earned in the declaration, 
which they made upon that firft defeat, of their in- 
tention to renew their rejefled petition from year 
to yean The firmnefs with which they now feem 
determined to abide by that refolution, is thought 
to render the publication ftili feafbnable. As the 
real cafe of the Diffenters is not altered (howeve* 
the words of it may have been varied yearly) the 
trafl is publiftied as it was originally written, with- 
out the leaft alteration, and with particular re- 
ference to the printed Cafe of the year 1787, 
which for the benefit of readers who may not 
have preferved the original paper, is prefixed. 
A 2 The 
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The author conceives, that his argument is con- 
fiderably ftrengthened by the new marks, which 
the Diffenters give, of their love of peace and 
quiet, by appearing for the third time, before 
the fame parliament, with a petition twice de- 
bated, and twice difapproved : They truft, as is 
evident, for fuccefs, not to the merits of their 
caufe — but to the near approach of a general 
eledion ; to the efficacy, at that particular feafon, 
of the loud threats of the exertions, which they, 
€C the moft quiet and peaceable fubje£ts in the 
u realm — orderly themfelves, and promoters of 
u good order wherever they refide" — will make 
for the fervice of their own party ; and they truft, 
perhaps, ftill more to the ill-founded appreherifion, 
which they think poffeffes the minds of thofe 
who are likely to be candidates for popular fa- 
vour, of a criminal fupinenefs and inafclivity in 
the clergy, and other members of the eftablifhed 
church, in the fupport of their own friends, in 
oppofition to the vigorous and united efforts of 
their adverfaries. 
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A 



fMID ST the perpetual Jiruggks of the Church 
of England with her numerous enemies, thofe 
various fe ft s, which, with little good liking to each At her, 
have been always however firmly confederated for her 
deflrufthn ; the defence of the Corporation Aft and the 
Tefi Aft hath from time to time found employment for 
the pens of her ableft advocates; among whom Jhe may 
juflly reckon SHERLOCK, GIBSON, ELLIS, 
SfVIFf, PTARBURTQN. Of thefe, the firft and 
fhe tyfl may be confidered as the elementary writers 
ftpon the fubjeft. Bifhop fVarburton in bis A11U 
tmce between Church and State, hath Jhewn the 
general good policy of an Eflabli/hment, and the ne- 
feffity of A TE ST for its fecurity, upon , principles 
%l>bicb. republicans tbemfelves cannot eafily deny, Bifhop 
Sberlocfi in his Vindication of the Corporation and 
5Teft Att, at this time very feafonably repubUJhed, halh 
Jhexvn the particular necejity of a Teft to this country, 
and the particular propriety of the Sacramental Tefi % 
Bifhop fVarburton 9 s work is one of the finejl fpecimm, 
that are to be found perhaps in any language, of fcient'tfic 
tfafoning applied tp a political fubjeft ; and Bifhop Sher- 
lock's pamphlet, for force and, perfpicuityof argument, 
and for precifion and elegance ofJMe> may rank among the 
firjl of controversial writings. The following Traft is 
of another l&nL Itpretwds to no merit, but that of 

applying 
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ii. PREFACE. 

applying immediately to the prefent occajfon* It is Jim* 
ply, what the title announces, " A Review of the Cafe 
of the Protejtant Diffenters." The general argument is 
hut Jlightly touched ; fo far only, asfeemed neceffary for 
the confutation of their plea, and the cow&ion of their 
•miftakes. Their political merits are canvaffed with the 
greateft freedom. To fet them forth in their real colours, 
neither heightened nor extenuated, it hath been found 
neceffary to refer to particular paffages in the latejl 
writings of their mofi difiingwfhed teachers j and to draw 
inferences concerning the fpirit of the party, which its 
friends may perhaps diflike, but at which they cannot 
juflly take offence. If it is maintained, that Diffenters are, 
as fuch, difqualified for certain Jituations i it is not that 
they are ejleemed dangerous, as bad men, but, as very 
good men, for fuch many of them unquefiionably are, ■ 
iedde away by unhappy prejudices. If they are taxed with 
principles, which in certain Jituations and in certain 
tunes, would render them not the befi fubjetts of the 
- Britifh Government ; it is not, that they would be worfi 
than honeft men mufl be, with thofe principles. But 
after all, offence will be taken, nor will it eajily be re- 
moved. For unfortunately fuch principles are proved 
upon the party, and the tendency of the principles isfelf 
evident : it would need no proof, even if none were ex- 
tant in the Britifh annals. It will Jill be the author 9 s 
confolation, unde/ whatever refentment he may have 
drawn upon himfelf, that he bath atted in pure obedience 
to that maxim of antient wifdom .which his title page 
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in 



holds forth , meaning to ferve the interefis of religion , 
and to fatisfy one' of the firft duties of * Citizen. 
He thinks it only necejfary to. declare, that under 
the general name of Dijfenters, he includes not the 
Members of the Church of Scotland, or of any foreign 
ejlablijhjnent, who, refiding here, may cboofe to adhere 
to their own forms. For our indigenous Dijenters, to 
whom alone the appellation properly belongs, he heartily 
prays ; that the ijfue of the prefent contention may be, to 
open their eyes to the dijcernment of this truth : That 
Toleration on the part of Government , and a chearful 
fubmijhn, on the part of the Tolerated, to fome neceffary, 
reflraints, are the only terms, upon which Churchmen and 
Dijenters can ever walk together as friends. 
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THE 

' CASE 

O F T H E 

PROTESTANT DISSENTERS, 

WITH REFERENCE TO THB 

CORPORATION and TEST ACTS. 

Printed in 1787. 



TN the year 1672, the 25th of the reign of King 
•*• Charles II. an Aft was pafled, entitled, cc An 
fC Aft for preventing dangers which may happen 
u from Popijh Recufants :" By which it is ena&ed, 
cc That all and every perfon or perfons, that fliall 
u be admitted, entered, placed, or taken into*, 
u any office or offices, civil or military, or (hall 
4t receive any pay, * falary, fee, or wages, by 
4t reafon of any patent or grant of his ftlajefty, 
€t or fliall have command or place of triift from 
cc or under his Majefty, his heirs or fucceflbrs, 
<c or by his or their authority, or by authority 
Cf derived from him or them, within this realm 
cc of England, dominion of Wales, or Town of 
A3 " Berwick- 
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9 "Bcrwict-iipSiuTweed, or in his Majetty's-nary, 
c< or in the feveral iflands of Jerfey and Guern- 
cc fey, or that (hall be admitted into any fervice 
cf or employment in his Majefty's houfehold or 
a family/— fhall receive the facrament of the 
cc Lord's Supper, according to the ufage of the 
<f Church of England, within three months after 
<* his or 'their admittance in, or receiving, tfieir 
u faid authority and employment, in fome public 
" church, upon fome Lord's Day, commonly call- 
* f ed Sunday, immediately after divine fervice." 
The circumftanees of the time, when this bill 
pafied, were very remarkable. Papifts were in- 
dulged in their religion, and many of them were 
employed in the great offices dfitate. The king 
himfeif was fufpe&ed of popery ; and the Duke 
of York, his prefumpiive heir, had openly decla- 
red himfeif of that religion. This bill was intro»- 
duced in dirpfl: oppofition to the court ; the pe^ 
nallaws having been fufpended, contrary to.a&s 
of parliament, by the royal proclamation, chiefly 
jin favpur.of papifts, at the very time when a war 
was begun .to deftroy the only proteftant ftatp by 
which England could e*pe£t to be fupported in 
fht defence of her religion and liberties. On 
thefe accounts, the minds of all zealous protect- 
ants were in the utmoft fear and confternation ; 
and, accordingly, the defign jef the aft was, as the 
preamble declares, to quiet the minds of his Ma~ 

jrjl/s 
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jtft/s good fobjc8s> by pnvtntlng dqngfrs whkk 
might happen from popiftt repu/imts. 

The proteftant diffenjers apprehend, therefore, 
that this aft, as the title fets forth, was m$de whol- 
ly againft papifts* and not to prevent any danger 
vhich could happen tp the nation or church from 
the diffenters. indeed, fp far ^ere the proteftant 
nonconformifts from being aimed at ir> this g^ 
that, in their zeal to refcue the nation from the 
dangers which were at that tinje apprehended 
from popifh recufants, they contributed to the 
paffing of the bill; willingly fubjefting tljemfelves 
to the difabilities created by it, rather than ob- » 
ftrufl what was deemed fp neceffary to the com- 
mon welfare. Aldefnjan Love, a member of the 
houfe of commons, and a known diffenter, pub* 
iicly defired, that nothing with relation to them 
might intervene to flop the fecurity which the 
nation and proteftant religion might derive from 
the Teft Aft ; and declared, that in this he wa$ 
feconded by the greater part of the nonconform 
mifts. This condufl: was fo acceptable to parlia- 
ment, that, in the very feffion in which the Teft 
A& paffed, and while that aft was depending, a 
bill was brought into the houfe of Commons, en- 
titled, cc A bill for the eafe of proteftant diffen- 
ters." This bill, having paffed through the diffe- 
rent ftages of that houfe, was carried up to the 
fcoufe of Lords, where likewife it paffed, with fome 
A 4 amend* 
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Amendments. Thefe amendments having giveh 
occafion to a conference between the two houfe$j 
King Charles II. from an apprehenfion that the 
meafure would prove injurious to the popilh in* 
tereft, on the 29th of March, 1673, adjourned 
the parliament to the 20th of Oftober following. 
In the next feffion, an attempt was made in the 
houfe of Commons, to difcriminate the diflenters 
from the papifts, with regard to their qualifica- 
tions for public offices, by bringing in a bill for 
a general Teft, to diftinguifti proteftants from 
papifts; which bill, having been read a fecond 
time, and referred to a committee, was laid afide 
without being reported. 

The late Reverend and learned Dr. Burnet, 
Bilhop of Salifbury, in a fpeech in the houfe of 
Lords, on the fubjeft of the occafional bill,, in 
the year 1703, took particular notice of the con- 
dud: of the diffenters, with regard to the Teft- 
Aft; and juftly concluded, that, as the aft was 
obtained in fortie meafure by their concurrence, 
it would be hard to turn it againjl them. 

Though' King William III. of glorious me- 
mory, had refufed, when Prince of Orange, to 
give his approbation to the repeal of the Teft- 
Aft and other penal laws againft papifts, knowing 
that the meafure was countenanced by King 
James II. with the fole view of introducing Ro- 
man catholics into public offices, and that it 

would 
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would have been at that time dangerous to the 
proteftant religion and the liberties of the peo- 
ple ; yet, when he was raifed to the throne of 
thefe kingdoms, and no danger could bejuftly 
apprehended, he told his firft parliament, in one 
of his fpeeches, that he hoped they would leave 
room for the admijfion of all protejlants who were 
willing and able to ferve him ; and that fuch a 
conjunction in his fervice would tend to the better 
uniting them among them/elves, and flrengthening 
them againjl their common adverfaries. Accord- 
ingly, when the bill was brought in for abrogat- 
ing the oaths of allegiance, &c. to King James II. 
a claufe was ordered to be added for taking away 
the neceflky of receiving the facrament as a qua- 
lification for civil offices. This claufe the houfe 
of Lords rejefted, contrary to the fentiments of 
many noble peers, the ftedfaft friends of their 
country, and diftinguifhed promoters of the re- 
volution; who declared, in their proteft, " That 
" a greater caution ought not to be required, from 
tc fuch as are admitted into offices, than from the 
** members of the two houfes of parliament, who 
* c are not obliged to receive the facrament to 
€f enable them to fit in either houfe." 
. The Teft-A£t is not the only ftatute by which 
the civil rights of the diflenters are abridged. 

In the year 1661, the 13th of Charles II. the 
year after the reftoration, an aft. was pafled, en- 
titled. 
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titled, An A3 for the x^elUgpviming and regulating 
'of Corporations : By which it is provided, " That 
" no perfon, or perfons, fljall for ever hereafter 
." be placed, eleGed, or chofen in, or to, any 
<c corporation-offices, that fliall not have, within 
fc one year before fuch eleftion, or choice, taken 
€C the facrament of the Lord's Supper according 
<€ to the rites of the church of England." 

This ad, which was paffed in a period of great 
heat and violence, was probably defigned againft 
fome of the proteftant diffenters: " For," as a 
noble lord* expreffes himfelf, cc in thofe times, 
" when a fpirit of intolerance prevailed, and 
iC fevere meafures were purfued, the diffenters 
." were reputed and treated as perfons ill-afFe&ed 
" and dangerous to the government." But both 
Jhoufes of parliament in a fhort time entertained . 
different fentiments of them ; and, before the eijd 
of that reign, difcovered an inclination to relieve 
them from the difabilities created both by the 
Corporation end Teft A6ls t. 

On the 24th of December, in the year 1680, a 
bill was ordered into the houfe of commons, for 
.repealing the Corporation- A& J. On the 6th of 

January 

* See Ld. Mansfield's fpeech in the houfe of lords, Feb. 4th, 
1767, in the Appendix to Dr# Fumeaux's Letters to Sir Wiru 
Blackftone, p. 259. 

+ See Dr. Furneaux's Letters, p. 178 — 185, note, 

J Journals of the houfe of commons, Vol. IX. p. 692, 696. 
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January | following, this bill wa& read a fecond 
-time, and referred to a committee. While this 
bill was depending 4 ! - in the houfe of Commons, a 
biH came down from the Lords §, entitled, " Aa 
u Aft for diftinguifhing proteftant diflenters from 
" popifli recufants." It doth not appear tha^t 
ther.e was any divifion on either of thefe bills, 
but they were defeated by the fudden prorogation 
of the parliament on the ioth of January. The 
commons being apprifed of the King's intention, 
had only time to pafs fome votes on the Hate of 
the nation, one of which is in thefe words 5; 
** That it is the opinion of this houje, that the 
<c profecution of proteftant diffemers, upon the 
<c penal laws, is, at this time, grievous to the 
Cf fubjeft, a weakening of the proteftant interefl> 
** an^ncouragement to popery, and dangerous to 
" the peace of the kingdom." The parliament 
was foon after diflblved by proclamation. 

Such public teftimonies, in parliament, in favour 
of the proteftant diflenters, they cannot but con- 
fider as affording a full evidence of their zeal 
and concern for the proteftant religion and the 
liberties of thefe kingdoms, and of their being 
hearty and fincere friend? to the public peace, 
both in church and ftat?. 

They 

j| Journals of the houfe of commons, Vol. IX. p. 700. ' 
+ Ibid, p, 697. . 

. $ Journals of the lords, Vol. XIII. p. 709, 713, 728. 
i Journals of the houfa of commons, Vol. IX. p. 701* 
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They therefore humbly hope for the repeal of 
the faid a&s for the following Reafons : 

1. Every man, as it is now univerfally acknow- 
ledged, has an undoubted right to judge for him- 
felf in matters of religion; nor ought his exer- 
cife of this right to be branded with a mark of 
infamy. 

2. The holy facrament of the Lord's Supper 
being a matter purely of a religious nature, and 
being appointed by our bleffed Savidur only fot 
the remembrance of his death, ought not to be 
applied to the fecular ends of civil focieties. 

3. As Diffenters are univerfally acknowledged 
to be well-affe&ed to his Majefty and the efta- 
blifhed government, and are ready to take the 
oaths required by law, and to give the fuHeft 
proof of their loyalty, they think it hard that 
their fcruple to receive the facrament after 1 tlie 
manner of the church of England, or after the 
manner of any church, as a qualification for an 
office, fhould render them incapable of holding 
public employments, civil or military. 

4. The occafional receiving of the Lord's 
fupper, as a qualification for a place, cannot, in 
the nature of things, imply, that thofe who thus 
receive it, mean to declare their full and entire 
approbation of the whole conftitution and frame 
of the eftablifhed church; fince men .may be 

S. compelled by their neceffities, or allured by fecu- 
* - lar 
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lar advantages, to do what they would not do, 
were they left to their free choice. As, from 
thefe motives, perfons may be induced to con- 
form to the eftablilhed church in this particular 
inftance, though they do not approve of its forms 
and ceremonies in general; fo, from the fame 
motives, others may comply with the facraraen-. 
tal teft, who are not even chriftians, and who 
therefore cannot be fuppofed to wifh well to. 
chriftiahity itfelf, or to any national eftablifhment 
of it whatfoever. Hence, it is apparent, that 
fuch a teft can be of no real or efFe&ual fecurity 
to the church of England. It is alfo apprehend- 
ed, that, independently of any remarks upon the 
doftrine of papal difpenfations, the facramental 
teft complained of may be received by many pa- 
pifts, becaufe many of them hold the church of 
England to be no church, her rainifters no mi- 
nifters, and her facraments no facraments. 

5. The oaths of allegiance and fupremacy, and 
the declaration againft tranfubftantiation, have, 
without the facramental teft, been found effec- 
tual, for more than a century, to exclude papifts 
from both houfes of parliament. 

6. The repeal of the Teft and Corporation 
Adts, while it would be a relief to many of his 
Majefty's faithful fubjeQs, would lay no difficulty 
or hardlhip on any others of them. It would no 
way affeft the eftablilhed church. Religion and 

the 
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the national church were eftabliflied before thcfe 
afts were pafled, and would continue to be efta- 
bliflied, were thefe claufes repealed. The doc* 
trine, the difcipline, and privileges of the church 
would remain exactly the fame as they are at pre* 
fent. Its confutation and its form of govern- 
ment are not fecured by thefe a&s ; nor would 
they be injured by the total repeal of them. On 
the contrary, every ferious clergyman would find 
in fuch repeal eafe to his confeience, and fafety 
from vexatious profecutions; for the fervice of the 
-church of England, in its notice refpe&ing the 
celebration of the communion, forbids blafphe- 
mers of God, flanderers of his word, adulterers, 
&c. to come to the holy table ; and yet the mi- 
nifter, as the law now ftands, muft admit all firth 
perfons to the facrament, when they demand it, 
as a qualification for an office, or fubjeft himfelf 
to a profecution. 

7. No other inftance can be produced, among 
all the . reformed churches, in which the facra- 
ment is ever applied as a qualification for civil 
employments and advantages. 

8. The epifcopalians in North Britain, who 
£re the diffenters from the church eftablifhed in 
that part of the united kingdom, are not liable 
to any incapacities in confequence of their not 
qualifying themfelves by receiving the facrament 
according to the ufage of the church of Scotland, 

but 
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but aire capable of all the advantages of the civil 
government by taking the oaths, &c. as appointed 
by law. Whence it follows^ that it is not rea- 
fonable or juft that fuch of the members of the 
cftablifhed church of North Britain as are refident 
iti England, fhfculd be fubje& to the ungracious 
alternative of a&ing inconfiftently with their 
principles, or of incurring the penalty of difqua* 
lification for the fervice of their fovereign, in any 
office, civil or military. 

9. In the year 1779, the 19th of his prefent 
Kf ajefty, an aft was paffed in Ireland For the. re- 
lief of his Majefiys faithful fubjefts, the Protejlant 
Dijfenters of that kingdom, whereby it is enafted, 
cc That all and every perfon and perfons, being 
fC prpteftants, {hall and may have, hold, and enjoy 
gt any office or place, civil or military, and re- 
* € ceive any pay, falary, fee, or wages belong- 
€€ ing to, or by reafon of fuch office or place, 
<c notwithftanding he fliall not receive or have 
u received the facrament of the Lord's Supper* 
« f without incurring any penalties, for or in re- 
fC fpeft of his negleft of receiving the fame.** 
The proteftant diffenters of England therefore 
humbly hope, from the moderation and equity of 
the legiflature, for the fame juft reftitution of their 
civil rights, to which alone their application 19 
confined* 

For 
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For thefe rcafons the diffenters are induced to 
make an application to parliament for relief 
humbly apprehending that their requeft will ap- 
pear to be founded in juftice, and th^t a com- 
pliance with it will redound to the honour of re- 
ligion, will tend to the fecurity and ftrength of 
the proteftant intereft, be conducive to the wel- 
fare of the nation, honourable to the king, as the 
common father of his people, and no way inju- 
rious to any one fubjed; in his Majefty's domi- 
nions.— Arguments, fo weighty and cogent as 
thofe which have now been reprefented, cannot, 
they truft, fail, in conjunction with the enlarged 
and liberal fpirit of the times; to procure from 
the legiflature the repeal of ftatutes, which can 
in no degree be confidered as grounded on public 
peceffity or public advantage. 
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THE two Adts of Parliament, which are com- 
monly known by the names df the Cor- 
poration A&, and the Teft Aft, were both paf- 
led at no great diftanee of time after the RefioN 
ation : the former in the yeai* 1661, the latter irt 
the year 1672* The former is entitled, An A& 
for the well-governing and regulating of Corporations ; 
the latter, An AB for preventing dangers tiuhich may 
happen from Popifh recufants. Both agree in one 
principal bbjedfc ; the fecuring of the Civil Gon- 
Hitution againft the factious attempts df difcon- 
tented parties i and both agree in one fubordiii- 
ate objedfc, as a means of the principal, the 
fecurity of the reformed epifcopal church of 4 
England, at that f time emerging from the ruin, 
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in which it had been involved during Oliver's 
deteftable ufurpation; and recovering, under the 
reftored Monarchy, its antient Rights. What it 
had fo lately fuffered from the too fuccefsful 
cabals of its inveterate enemies, the fame fed* 
which now beheld the renovation of its fplendor 
with >n evil and maligna^ eye, evinced the 
neceffity of fome legal provifion for its fafety: and 
how clofely the Jafety of the King and the Con- 
futation, and the peace of the kingdom, were 
connected witfy the prefervation of the Church, 
the late troubles had alfo fhewn. The Corpora* 
tion Ad, befides that it required certain oaths 
and declarations, of perfons at that time bearing 
certain offices in Corporations, hath provided^ 
that no per fin or perfons Jhall FOR EVER H£R£~ 
AFTER, {replaced, eleftedor chofen, in or to any tht 
offices or places <af ore/aid, that Jhall hot have, within 
one year next before fuch ekttion or choice, taken the 
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper according to the rites of 
the church of England. And the Teft Adfc hath 
provided, that every perfon appointed to any office 
of command, authority, truft or profit, <?ivil or 
military under his Majefty,or by authority de- 
rived from him, fhall before the taking of cer- 
tain oaths, by that A61 required to be taken, 
receive the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, according tQ 
the ufage of the church of England, within three months 
after admittance into fuch office, in fow public churchy 
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upon feme Lord's Day, immediately after divine favia 
andfermon. 

Of thefe reftralnts, fome of our modern Non- 
confortnifts feel themfeltfcs impatient ; and it is 
expe&ed that theit friends in Parliament will ftir, 
during the prefeiit feffions, for the total repeal of 
both the offenfivfe laws* A paper hath been lately- 
circulated, under the title of " The Cafe of the 
Proteftarit Diffenters, with refefence to the Cor- 
poration and Teft Ads," affigning reafons, which 
feem to thd party of fufficient weight, to deter- 
mine the Legislature to adopt their meifure. To 
examine thefe Redfons is the purport of the 
enfuing pages. They fhall be feparately can* 
vafed, ndt in the ofdet id which they are pro- 
. pounded in the Cafe, (if indeed the name of 
Order may be given to Confufion) but under the 
three heads to Which they are reducible of 
Grounds of Claim, on the part of the Non-coil-* 
. formifts ; Religious Confider atons, and Political 
Reafons* By attending to thefe diftinftkms, 
(which however, in the framing of the Cafe, feem 
father purpofely confounded than obftrod) the 
feparate weight of each argument will be beft 
appreciated, and the general merits of the quef- 
ttion moft clearly undfcrftood, 
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Our propofed examination therefore lhall pro- 
ceed in this o'rder : The Grounds of Claim, on 
the part of the Non-conforrnifts, lhall be fir ft ex- 
amined ; as whatr ought, in all fuch cafes, to be 
theweakeft part of the whole plea. The Re- 
ligious grounds of their petition lhall be next ex- 
amined ; and their Political Reafpns, in which 
the ftrength of the caufe ought to lie, lhall be 
canvafed laft. There may be Grounds of Claim, 
there may be Religious Motives, and Political 
Arguments upon the other fide; But the 
main thing in queftion is the juftice and pro- 
priety of one of thofe great meafures of tht» 
State refpe&ipg the Church, in which, fo long 
as religious ordinances are not profaned, nor the 
copfcience of the individual perfecuted, political 

* expedience muft oven-rule all other confiderati- 
ons. For felf-prefervation is the leading princi- 
ple which muft govern the whole morality of a 
State 9 in fo much, that no claim on the part of 
a citizen, or of any defcription of citizens, tem- 
poral or ecclefiaftical, can be juft and equitable 
(the Government itfelf being fuppofed a juft 
one, both in its principles and execution) which 

- may be contrary to the State's fecurity. To the 
grounds therefore of 'Claim, on the fide of the 
Non-conformifts, Political Confederations on the 
contrary fide, may perhaps be oppofed. But no 
■claims on the part of the eftabliihed Church, 
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-fliall be fet in oppofition to any jyft plea of poli- 
tical expedience, if any fuch lhould be found, on 
the fide of the Non-conformifts : fince by the 
principles laid down, political-expedience, once 
clearly demonftrated, muft overfet all claims on 
either fide. 

The pretendfed claim of the Non-conformifts 
appears to be three-fold : upon the Gratitude, upon 
the Juftice, upon the Impartiality of the State. 

• Their claim upon the gratitude of the State is 
founded upon certain great good fervices which 
the Non-conformifts, in the reign of Charles the 
Second, rendered both to Church andState^andthe 
difinterefted part they a&ed, in " contributing to 
the paffing of the Tell A&." The Teft Aft they 
fay was introduced as a- barrier againft Popery, 
€€ in dired oppofition to the Court," which at that 
time was fuppofed to favour Papifts. The Non- 
conformifts readily concurred in a meafure, which, 
however oppofite to their own interefts, was deem- 
ed neceflary for the fequrity of theProteftant caufe 
in general. And they think it hard, that an aft, 
obtained in fome meafure by their concurrence, 
lhould be turned againft them. And the very fame 
language, it muft be confefled, was held upon this 
fubjett, fo long fince as the beginning of the 
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prefent century, by a Bifliop in the Houfe of 
Lords. 

Now although it fhould be admitted, that the 
{sl& was, as it is reprefented by the ProteftantDif- 
fenters $ ftill it may be reafonable to afk them, 
whether they conceive that the general danger 
from Popery, which their anceftors fo much 
dreaded, is now in fuch degree removed, that 
Papifts may with fafety be admitted to thofe 
.places of authority and truft, from which the 
Corporation and the Teft Aftis exclude them, 
Becaufe if the danger ftill continues, it may be- 
come the Non-conformift$ of the prefent. times 
to imitate the example of their anceftors, which 
they fo much extol ; and to fubmit ch ear fully to 
particular incoaveniences for the general good. 

But to this they have a ready anfwer. The 
oaths of allegiance and fupremacy, they fay, 
with the declaration againft tranfubftantiation, 
would be fufficient for the fecurity of Proteftant* 
iim againft Popery, without the Sacramental Teft« 
Our anceftors indeed thought otherwise. They 
thought oaths and declarations infufficient with T 
out the barrier of the Teft* Perhaps it might ill 
become private citizens, without fome better au* 
thority than merely that of their own judgments, 
to agitate a queftion, which the Legiflature of 
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the country hath once folemnly decided* But to ex- 
perience, in this age of experiment, an appeal will 
lie even againft the decifions of public legifjative 
wifdom. <c The oaths of allegiance and fupre- 
macy, and the declaration againft tranfubftantia- 
tion have been found ejfe&Ual for more than a ceti- 
tury, to exclude Papifts from both Houfes of 
Parliament *. w Why then fliould not the fame 
oaths, with the fame declaration, be effectual, 
without the Sacramental Teft, to exclude Pa- 
pifts from all thofe offices, from which the Cor- 
poration and Teft Adts were intended to exclude 
them i 

But this reafoning is fallacious, proceding to 
its conclufion through the medium of a falfe fa&, 
affumed upon the evidence of an imaginary 
or mifinterpreted experience. The exclufion 
of Papifts, far more than a century, from both 
Houfes of Parliament, if it hath not been effected 
by the oaths of allegiance and fupremacy, and 
the declaration againft tranfubftantiation, can be 
no argument of the probable efficacy of the fame 
oaths and the fame declaration for other exclufi- 
ons. Now the truth is, thatthe exclufion of Papifts 
for the laft century, from Parliament, hath pot 
. been the effeft of any oaths or declarations. For 

if 

* See the Cafe. 8. J. 



Digitized by 



Google 



t 8. 1 

if it be fuppofed that Papifts/during all this timg 
have been governed by their old principles, no 
oaths or declarations, made to a government^ 
which their church hath deemed heretical, can have 
.bound their confcience. The notoriety of their 
Popery, and the dread and abhorrence of the 
principles of the church of Rome, which the 
people of this country in general entertain,- have 
been the real, oaths and declarations have been 
only the apparent means of their exclufion from 
the Houfe of Commons. No one can without 
fome notoriety of charadfcer, become a candidate 
for a feat ip Parliament. His fituation in life 
muft be confpicuous and refpe&able : his family 
and his conneAiohs muft be known. It is dif- 
ficult for any one, in this rank of life, to make a 
fecret of his religion; and to a Papift, the diffi- 
culty is heightened by the very nature of his re-' 
ligion ; which delighting, as it does, in externals, 
tends to the difcovery. And fo great, even in 
thefe times of indifference, is the dread of Po- 
pery, that were a reputed Papift to become a can- 
didate to reprefent the moft corrupt borough int 
the kingdom, it would be impoffible that he 
fhould carry his ele&ion. In the upper Houfe, 
Papifts have been excluded from the feats, to 
which birth might entitle them, not by oaths and 
declarations, but by the fentiments infeparabte 
from hereditary nobility. A perfon in this high 
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rank appears as a patron and prote&or of any 
party to whkh he may belong. And whatever 
general opprobium may follow the party, fome<- 
thing of refpedt and honour waits upon the cha- 
racter of a powerful chief. The diftindtiori 
gained in his own party; is a compenfation to 
every Peer of the Roman communion, for 
the cpnfequence which he lofes in the State* 
by an adherence to the religion of his anceftors. 
He therefore chear fully excludes himfelf from 
his hereditary place in the legislative council; 
efpecially when his admiffion to it cannot be at- 
tained, without mean diffimulatiohs, which would 
s wound his feelings as a man of honour, whatever 
fubterfuges the cafuaftry of his church may have 
provided for' his confeience. The end of the 
corporation and the teft adts, is to exclude per- 
fons of a far inferior condition, from far inferior 
Situations; and perfons of all conditions, from 
Situations to which neither birth, nor the choice of 
the people, byt th6 favour of the court gives ad- 
miffion. It was thepurpofe of thefe adts to exclude 
perfons, upon whom the generofity of inbred 
fentiment might lay no powerful reftraint, perfons 
whofe attachments .and perfuafions might be 
more eafily concealed, .from offices incorpora- 
tions; in which the fharey which thofe who are 
placed in them acquire, in the management of 
ele&ions, in the patronage of livings, in the fu- 
C peri 
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permtendance of religious, literary,and charitable 
foundations, would, in the hands of thofe who 
fhould not be friends to the eilablifliment irf 
Church and State, to which it was fuppofed no 
one of the Roman Church at that time could be; 
a friend, be a means of flowly and fecretly undef-^ 
mining the conftitution ; and to exclude unfit per- 
fons of all ranks from places conferred by the 
favour of the Crown; that the Crown might not 
be at liberty, if at any time ill-advifed it fhould 
have the inclination, to exert its -influence, for 
the re-eftablifhment of the Papal tyranny. 
Thefe were the views with which the Corporation 
and the Teft A& were introduced* And unlefs it 
can be allowed, that the danger from Popery is 
In?uch degree diminifhed; that Papifh may, 
with fafety to the civil and religious conftitution, 
be allowed to have a principal fhare in the elec- 
tions of Members of Parliament, in the patronage 
of church-livings, in the appointment of profef- 
fors, of matters of colleges and fchools, and gover- 
nors of hofpitals; (of colleges, fchools, and hof- 
pitals endowed too with the wealth of piou» 
church-men) unlefs it be allowed that Papiilsare 
fit pcrfons to bear commiffions in the army and the 
navy, to bear offices of command and truft under 
hisMajefty, or by authority derived from him, 
from many of which places they cannot be ex- 
cluded by the fame means, which effe&ed / their 
- exclufion 
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^xclufion from either Houfe of Parliament ; nor by 
any oaths or declarations, with which their church 
takes upon her to difpenfe ; unlefs the fafety of 
admitting Papifts to all thefe places be allowed, 
the neceffity of the facramental teft, for the 
fecurity of the reformed religioain this country, 
muft be the fame now, as when the teft was firft 
exatfted ; and the political inexpediency of the 
propofed repeal mull over-rule the pjea, which 
the nonconformifts of the prefent day would build 
upon the good fervices of their anceftors* 

Indeed, without extending our views to the. in- 
x terefts of the Proteftant caufe in general, any 
otherwife than as thofe general interefts muft, in 
the nature of the thing, in every country depend 
upon the liability of fome particular eftabliih- 
xnent ; the political argument againft the prq- 
pofed repeal, as it refpe&s only the particular 
fecurity of the church by law eftablifhed, will 
greatly countervail any pka of hereditary merit 
on the fide of the noneonformifts. Not but that 
churchmen will readily allow, what the Non- 
conformifts, if they would be confiften^ with 
their own conduift upon a late occafion, muft be 
careful how they deny ; that the danger from 
Popery either to the Proteftant caufe in general, 
or to the conftitution of this country in par- 
ticular, is . from various caufcs much dimi- 
C z niihed« 
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niflied. The fpirit of -the Roman Church, it is 
hoped, is become more moderate and gentle. 
For although the reformation of Religion hath 
been a principal caufe of the progrefs of Learn- 
ing and the advancement of Science, within the 
two laft centuries ; yet the benefit hath not been 
confined to the reformed countries. The light 
of knowledge, like the light natural, fpreads U> 
felf by an inherent power of expanfion. Nor is 
it poffible that the one, more than the other, 
Ihould be confined to the fpot, where the blaze is 
firft kindled. It is not therefore in the Pro- 
teftant Churches only, that the intellect of man 
hath been for two centuries or more in an im* 
proving ftate. Liberty of confeience hath its ad- 
vocates even among the Roman clergy. The 
Conclave indeed hath not yet renounced its de* 
tellable maxims, that faith is not to be kept with 
Heretics, and that Princes deprived by the Pope 
may be depofed or murthered by their fubje&s. 
On the contrary, no longer than fince the year 
1768, when it was propofed to exempt the Ro- 
man Catholics in Ireland from the penal laws, 
upon condition that they Ihould fwear allegiance 
to the King, and declare their abhorrence of 
thofe infernal dodtrines ; the Court of Rome ex- 
erted all its influence with the Irifli Catholics 'to 
prevent their acceptance of thefe conditions. 
The titulary Bifliops in Ireland at their confecra* 
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tion, fwear to defend the Roman Papacy, and the 
Royalties of St. Peter ; to defend, enlarge, and 
promote the authority of the Roman Church, 
and their Lord the Pope. To perfccute and im- 
pugn all Heretics, Schifmatics,and Rebels againft 
their faid Lord.* The Pope's court will naturally 
be the laft place where his fupremacy will be dif- 
owned ; and where learning has made the leaft 
progrefs, fuperftition will be the leaft Ihaken. 
But in. this country the Roman Catholic is but 
weakly attached to legendary dodtrines and in- 
fignificant ceremonies, which his improved rea- 
fon hath taught him to defpife, He fwears al- 
legiance to the King, abjures any authority of 
the Pope to releafe him from that obligation, and 
is rather indeed a member of the Gallican 
Church, than a Papift in the proper fenfe of the 
word, as it fignifies a defender of the Pope's fe- 
cular as well as fpiritual fovereignty. The num- 
bers of the fedt in Great Britain are generally fup- 
pofed to be decreafing; and its hopes are broken, 
by the deprefled fortunes and approaching ex- 
tinction of the family, to which it was attached. 
He therefore muft be a bigot in Proteftantifm, 
if fuch a contradiction may exift, as bigotry and 
the principals of a Proteftant united, who ima- 
gines, that the danger, which at prefent threatens 
Church or State from popery, is any thing more 

(the 

• See the Bifhop of Cloyne's inftruftive Pamphlet on the 
freient State of the Church of Ireland. 
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(the truth is it is lefs) than may reafonably be 
apprehended, from fome other te&s diflenting 
from the established church. Still, however, the 
Roman Catholics in this country are Diffenters : 
and while they are fuch, it would be impolitic 
to remove the reftraihts, which exclude them 
from offices in which they might find occafion of 
doing much fecret mifchief. For that a Dif- 
feflter, whatever may be his integrity and his 
piety, whatever may be the grounds bf his dif- 
fent, is an unfit perfon to be entrusted witt\, 
command, authority, and influence in any State, 
in which the civil Magistrate takes a particular 
church under his prote&ion, is an axiom in po^ 
litics, of which it is hoped a regular proof is got 
at this time wanting. 111 will to the establish- 
ment muft, in all governments, belong to the 
character of a DiSTenter, if he be an honeft man, 
111 will may indeed be diveSted of its rancour, by 
the natural good temper of the man, and by the 
gentle fpirit of our common Christianity. And 
the energies even of rancorous ill will, may be 
reitrained by political iagacity. A Diflenter may 
Qccafionally contribute to the fupport of an 
establishment which he hates; if he forefees that 
its ruin would be the means of fetting up an- 
other, from which his party would meet with lefs 
indulgence. But a preference cannot but be 
given by every man^ tp the fedt to which he him-, 
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felf belongs : and from no worfe principle than 
this, which indeed in itfelf is a virtuous princi- 
ple, every Diflenter from an eftablifhed church 
will be inclined to ufe any influence or authority, 
with which an impolitic government may 
entruft him, to advance his own fe£fc in the 
popular efteem, and to increafe its numbers: 
and as means to this end, he will ufe all means 
that feem to himfelf fair and'juftifiable, to under- 
mine the church eftablifhed, if there is any hope 
that its fall may facilitate the eftablifhment of his 
own, or of fome other more congenial to his 
own. And in all this the crime is not in the 
man, but in the government, which trufts him 
with a power, which he cannot but mifufe. The 
man himfelf all the while believes that he is do- 
ing God, and his country fervice: and the harm 
that he may do, under the notion of doing good, 
will be only fo much the more, the greater we fup^ 
pofe his virtues and abilities. Upon thefe undeni- 
able principles the policy of a Teft is founded. 
The removal therefore of the particular dangers, 
which once threatened the civil and ecclefiaftical 
conftitutionof this country from Popery, was a 
juft and fufficient reafon for the repeal of the 
penal ftatutes againft the Roman Catholics, but 
would by no means juftify the removal of thofe 
reftraints, to which the peace and fafetyofthe 
State require &hat Diflenters of all denominations 

ihould be fubjeft. 
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It ivere to be wifhed, that the fuppofition 
might reafonably be made, that upon the pre- 
fent occafion there would be no neceffity of go- 
ing fo far back in firft principles, as to enter in- 
to the queftion of the general good policy of an 
ecclefiafticai eftablifhment. But it requires but 
a flight acquaintance with the fpirit of modern 
nonconformity to forefee, that an anfwer will be 
given to the argument, founded on the dangers to 
be apprehended from a Diffenter, as fuch, in 
places of authority and influence, which will ne- 
ceflarily lead to that fundamental queftion. It 
will be faid that thefe are dangers that can have 
no exiftence, but under an eftablifhment. That 
an eftablifhment is itfelf the ciufe of them. That 
the proper, and the only radical cure, would 
therefore be to uneftablijh. That civil government 
fliould leave religion in its natural ftate of inde- 
pendence; leave all fe&s equally junreftrained, 
and equally unprotefted. The natural confequence 
of which, it will be faid, would be, that all fefts 
would be equally friends to this juft govern- 
ment, and that no difturbances would be created 
by their jealoufy* and envy of each other. 
Among equals, jealoufy and envy could not fdb- 
fift, and in a church diverted of all its emolu- 
ments and honours, ambition and avarice, the 
fources of jealoufy and envy would have no ob- 
jects* By the fame reafoning it might be proved, 
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that the beft method, to compofe the feuds of jar* 
ring factions in the State, would be to abolim 
civil government. For in the very fame fenfe 1 7 ' 
in which an eftablifhment isitfelf the caufeof the 
dangers from jbiflenters, civil government is itfelf 1 
the caufeof all the iriifchiefs, which arife from 
factions, conspiracies, and treafons. fiut the'truth 
is, that as factions are not evils introduced by 
governments, but the remains of evils which go- 
vernment hath not yet been able to expel; 
fymptoms of Original Sin in a particular ihftance i 
fo religious feuds are other remains of the fame 
evils, which the Conjoined powefs of govern- 
ment and religion have not yet been able to ex-» ' 
pel; fymptoms of Original Sin in another ih- 
ftance* The firft are diforders, for which the pre* 
fent.ftate of mankind admits no peitfeA cure, 
but government is the beft palliative ; and the 
1 latter are diforders, for which the prefent ftateof 
mankind admits no perfed: cure, but eftabiiih- 
ments are the beft palliatives. The diforder, in 
both cafes, would be more intolerable and more 
dangerous^ if the palliatives were difufed. The 
queftion, however, is -of little moment, what 
might be the beft policy of a law-giver, with 
refped; to religious fedts, in the firft formation 
of a common wealth $ if the world were returned 
to that tumultuary ftate,out of which, as demo- 
cratical politicians dream, civil fociety firft arofe, 
D aijd 
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and from that chaos of mankind new communi- 
ties were to be created. Probably every law- 
giver would find it his intereft to feek the alli- 
ance of fome church : and every church would 
find its advantage in the protection of the law- 
giver. And to rife above the lower concerns of 
law-givers and churches, Religion and Govern- 
ment would find their feveral advantages in this 
mutual alliance. But the faft is, that civil fo- 
cieties are already formed. The queftion there- 
fore, what might be beft to be done, if they were 
now forming, is befide the purpofe. The wife 
ftatefman makes the beft of the conftitutionof hi* 
country, a9 he finds it. He never ventures upon 
-the dangerous experiment of unmaking it, to 
make it up better in another form. In this coun- 
try the ftatefman finds an eftabliftied Church, 
amidft a variety, of brawling fefts, all enjoying 
the utmoft liberty of confidence, yet all clamo- 
rous againft the perfecuting fpirit of the Hierar- 
chy, to whofe candour and liberality they are in 
great part indebted for the blefling .of a general 
toleration. In this ftate of things the abftra& 
queftion, " Had it not been better that an eftab- 
lifhm^nt had never been/ r is of no importance to 
the ftatefman, whofe Cole concern is the practical 
good. An eftablHhment is; and leaves him only 
to decide upon this alternative, €i Is it for the 
peace and fafety of Government, that the Church, 
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long fince ^ftablifhed, be maintained in the rights 
which ihe hath long enjoyed, or that fhe be 
given up to the ipalice of her enemies ?" It is 
Relieved, that they, with wbom the choice at this 
time refts, are little likely to exclude juftice from 
a principal ihare in their deliberations. Their 
choice, however, muft in fome meafure be 
guided by a comparifon of the numbers and the 
ftrength of the friends and the foes to the eftab- 
lifhment. If the latter make a great majority of 
the whole people, it may be the policy of Go- 
vernment to court the friendship of the ftrongeft, 
and to abandon a weak ally, however faithful. 
Kot that the principle is univerfally true* that 
the Chief Magiftrate is to be determined in the 
.choice of his religion, by the voice of the ma- 
jority of the people. A circumftance perhaps of 
far more importance is the fitnefs of one church, 
rather than another, by its internal form, to 
unite with the civil conftitution. In the forma- 
tion of all alliances, regard is to be had, not only 
to the ftrength of the intended ally, but to the 
probability that both fides will ftand tp their en- 
gagements : and this depends not upon the power, 
but upon the feparate interefts and difpofitions of 
the contracting parties. In the prefent question 
however, power, ftrength, and numbers, are un- 
doubtedly to be confidered. But if , riot only the 
.fuperiority of ftrength and numbers, but the a4- 
D z . / Y3Ptage 
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vantage of affimilatlon to the civil conftitution, he 
greatly on the fide of the Eftablifhed Church ^ it 
follows that the eftablifhment muft be fupported : 
unlefs it could be deemed a wife meafure, that 
the majority of all ranl^s of the people, the 
power of the chief of the hereditary nobility, 
the intereft of the independent country gentle- 
men, the affections of an honeft yeomanry, 
in freedom of fpirit and integrity of principle 
not inferior to their betters in birth and fortune, 
with the influence of a numerous clergy, 
heightened as it would be by their unmerited 
fufferings, and the learning of the two Uni- 
verfitieS, fhould all be thrown, in one huge 
lump, by Government's own hand, into the fcale 
of the difcontented party. When the advantage 
gained would, in truth, be nothing more foiid 
than the acclamations of a multitude. For of what 
higher value would the praifes be of difcordant 
fefts, Incapable of uniting among them fel ves ; and, 
if they could unite, incapable of bringing any 
ftrength to Government as a church, becaufe they 
hold all alliance of a Church with Government to 
be profane and antichriftlan. This is the very 
ground of their Implacable animofity to the pre- 
fent eftablifhment ; infomuch, that could a for- 
mulary of faith be compofed, to which they could 
all affent in every article ; a mpde of wprfhip in- 
stituted, which they Ihould unanimoufly approve; 
a form of Ghurch Government devifed, which 
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theyfliould all defire to adopt ; yet from this bcft 
of all poffible churches, were it once eftabfifhed, 
they would ftill be Difienters. Becaufe obfcurities 
in the articles, aijd blemifhes in the Liturgy, arc 
not the great point upon which the controverfyi 
between the Church and the Diflenters, turns* 
We objea they fay, to a CONSTITUTION* ; 
and every Diflenter, who makes this his objection, 
mull diffent from his own. church, were it one* 
to accept of an eftablifbment. Such " being the 
aftual ftate of things, it will be the policy of 
Government to maintain the eftablifhed Church j 
and if the eftablifhment is to be maintained, the 
Teft A#, or fome equivalent reftraint npon 
Non-conformifts, is neceffary, not only for the 
Church's fafety, but for the fecurity of Govern-. ... 
ment againft the intrigues of parties* The, 
claims therefore, which the Non-conformifts 
would make upon the Gratitude of the State, on 
the ground of the good fervices of their ancef. 
tors, were they better founded than in truth they 
pre, mull neverthelefs yield to the ftrength of 
argument, qn the contrary fide, from political ex- 
pedience. 

* Robinfons Le&ures upoj Non-conformity— ^Preface to 
jhe fifth edition, p. xxii. ' 

Q^ What do the Diflenters object to thegeaeral conflitutm 
pf the Church of England ? 

A; That it is a civil eftablifhment,-— Proteftant DifTenterf 
Catechifm, p. 50. London printed for J. Bucklaad, No. 57, 
Patef-nofter-row, 178a, 

But 
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But the truth is, thefe claims are groundlefs* 
The merits of the Non-conformifts in the reign 
of Charles the Second, whatever they might be, 
can be of no avail to the Proteftant Diflenters of 
the prefeut day, who are no more the children of 
the old Nonconforroifts, than the upbelievihg 
JCW83 of the Apoftolie age, were the children of 
faithful Abraham. They are the iffue of their 
loins, not the children of their principles. The 
Diflenters - from the Church of England, in the 
times of the Stuarts, were Calvinifts in do&rine, 
in difcipline Prelbyterians, What are our mo- 
dern Non-conformifts ? In do&rioe, Arians, So- 
cinians, Pelagians, Neceffarians, Materialifts, 
Antinomians ; any thing but Calvinifts* What 
are they in difcipline ? Any thing but Church- 
men, or Prelbyterians j no lefs enemies to Prclby- 
tery than to the eftabliihed Church. " Popery, 
fays thfr great oracle of modern Non- conformity, 
is the conftfenrnation "of religious tyranny, and 
Prefbyterianifm, a weak degree of it. But the 
latter [Preibyterianifm] has in ir the eflence of 
the former [Popery} and differs from it [Pref- 
byterianifm differs from Popery] only as a kept 
miftrefe differs from a ftreet-walking profiirute, 
or as a mufqget differs from a cannon." Thefe 
are the words of an eminent Non- conform ift, in 
a work, in. which he profeflesto ftate the general 
Jprinoiples of Non-conformity; and that thefe 
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*vords expfefs the fentimeftts, not of an indU 
vldual, but of the party, appears by the fo- 
ieriin approbation of the work by a fynod of 
Nonconformifts, which meets at Harlow, in 
Eflex, and ftiles itfelf the Eaftern Aflbciation; 
This approbation " figned by order of all, by 
Morgan Jones Moderator,'- is printed upon the 
back of the title page. The work is entitled 
" A Plan of Le&ures on the Principles of Non* 
* c conformity, for the inftrudtion of Catechumens, 
by R. Rob'mfon." It made its firft appearance 
about the year 1778. In the year 1781, it had 
run through four editions, and a fifth was fent 
abroad. This rapid fale, is no lefs than the fi> 
lemn judgment of the Eaftern AflTociation^ a proof 
of the approbation, with which it has been re- 
ceived by the general body of the Nonconform 
mifts. What kindred then can thefe claim with 
the Protectant Diflenters of the -laft century ? 
In the reign of Charles the Second, was the 
Proteftant caufe fcrved by the Prefbyterians, ' 
by a willing facrifice of themifelves ? Was the 
effabliihed church ftrengthened and fupported 
by them as a bulwark againft Popery, to the 
detriment of their own party? Lives the re- 
membrance of this fervrce in the mind of go- 
vernment ? Glows the public bofom with the 
generous flame of gratitude ? Let the genuine re- 
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j>refentatives of its Benefactors be fought out^ 
the remnant of the true Prefbyterian fedt. Oh 
them, if they can be found, let honours and 
rewards be lavHhed with an unfparing hand* 
feut to remunerate the fervices of the old Pref- 
Dyterians on their apoftate fons, the Nonconfor- 
mity of the preferit day* would be nothing bet- 
ter than the abfurdity of the Egyptian govern- 
ment reverfed ; where the reigning ^oriarch^ 
it is faid, hath lately thought proper to difplay 
his juftice, by retaliating on the miferable Jews 
within his kingdom, the pillage which their an- 
ceftors, he faid, committed upon his, in the day9 
of Mofes. 

Sontfuch for the claim of our Nonconformilta 
upon the Gratitude of the State. Their fecond 
claim upon its Juftice, hath a double foundation. 
The firfl: ground is the right of private judge- 
ment in matters of religion. This, they fay, 
«* being now univerfally acknowledged, no 
man's exereife of it ought to be brartded with 
a mark of infamy. The notion of perfecuting 
men for their opinions, is now indeed juftly and 
happily exploded* A toleration of all the differ- 
ent fe<fts of Chriftians, each in its own modes of 
worfliip, no lefs than in its dodtrines, is alfp ad- 
mitted, and become a maxim of government. 
But that t]je right of private judgment, in the 
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extent in which it is claimed and exercifed by 
fome of the modern Nonconformifts, is univer- 
fally acknowledged, is a pofition to be denied. 
It is not acknowledged in any fuch extent by the 
church of England, nor by the Calviniftic 
churches of Scotland, Holland, or Geneva* It 
is not ^acknowledged by the Epifcopal church 
of America, Nor can it be acknowledged with- 
out reftriftion, more or lefs, by any eftabliihed 
church in Chriftendom ; a denial of any fuch un- 
limited right being implied in the very, idea of 
an eftablifhment. This however is of no great 
importance in the prefent queftion : only it be- 
comes the friends of peace and order, either in 
Church or State, whenever this univerfal jac- 
knowledgment of the right of private judgment 
is pretended, to proteft aloud againft it. 

But whatever may be the true extent of the - 
right of private judgment, the Corporation Adfc 
and the Teft A&. imprint no infamy upon the exer- 
cife of the right, to whatever excefs it may fome 
times be carried. The exercife of the right, 
within its juft limits, is a' thing in its nature fo 
refped&ble, that any attempt to make it infa- 
mous, would indeed only redound to the infamy 
of government. If the thing is ever infamous^ 
. it is when the excefs to which it is carried, by 
perfons who in any other part of their 'conduA 
£ - exhibit 
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"exhibit no fymptoms of infanity, creates a fafpi- 
cion, that, in thofe inftances, the right is only 
pretended, to cover bafe defigns, and to fkreen 
feditious practices- In thefe cafes, the infamy 
arifes, not from any Afts of Parliament, but from 
the appearance of hypocrify in a man's own con- 
dud. Civil incapacities carry no infamy, ex* 
cept when they are attached to an individual, 
by the fentence of a court taking cognizance 
of crimes, for which infamy isnhe proper, or 
the legal, punilhment. Thus an incapacity to 
ferve his Majefty in the army, is attended with 
irifamy to a foldier, when it proceeds from the 
fentence of a court martial, as a punilhment for 
cowardice. Incapacity to hold preferment in 
the church, is infamous to a cleric, when it is the 
punilhment of limony, or not any other fcandal. 
But thefe fame incapacities, of ferving in the 
army or the church, when jthey appear not other- 
wife in the individual, than as he comes within a 
certain defcription of citizens, difqualified by 
fome general law, are not infamous ; for the 
fame rcafon, that it is not infamous to any man 
not to be qualified by his fortune to fit in Par* 
liatnent, or. to vote at a County 'ele&ion, or to 
fiioot game. Thefe are civil Incapacities; but, they 
carry no infamy, becaufe no natural turpitude be- 
longs to the want of that meafure or fort of pro- 
perty, which makes the legal qualification ; nor 
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is it within the intention of the laws, which ap- 
propriate thefe rights, to imprint difgrace upon 
the, excluded citizens. For the fame reafon no 
infamy attends the incapacities eftablifhed by 
the Corporation and the Teft A<fts. The truth is, 
that in all thefe cafes of difqualifying laws, not 
penal, the incapacity is originally in the perfon. 
It may be either in the make and conftitution of 
his body ; in his mental talents ; or, which is a 
far more frequent cafe, in the circumftances of 
his particular relation to Society. But in what- 
ever it may confift, the law only declares it. 
The perfons, in whom it may be fQund, are neither 
difgraced nor honoured by the declarations of the 
Jaw, but by the internal quality of the circum- 
stance which the la.w points out ; according as 
that circumftance is, iri its own nature, and in the 
common judgment of mankind, bafe or honour- 
able. Were the cafe otherwife, no man in fo- 
ciety would not be infamous ; fince every man i$ 
either naturally or legally difqualified for fomc 
one or more of the various fituations of civil life. 
.The exciufions however, of the Corporation and 
the Teft Adts hardly amount to incapacities ; be- 
caufe they declare no incapacities, but fuch which 
the individual hath in his own power, at any time, 
to efface, 

E % It 
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It is much to be lamented, that the fa&, which 
is alleged as a fecond ground of the Non-confor- 
mifts claim on the juftice of the country, though an 
univerfal acknowledgment is again pretended, 
fhould be difputable. Namely, " their Loyalty to 
" his Majefty and the eftablHhed government,"* 
and the fincerity " of their friendfhip to the pub- 
lic peace, both in Church and State." J It might 
feem invidious to fay, nor fhall it be faid, of the 
majority of Diffenters, that they are infincere in 
thefe profeffions. Were the aftual feelings of the 
individuals the true ftandard of the principles 
of a party ; the Non-conformifts of the prefent 
times might pafs for a loyal body, friends to 
public peace. But the truth is, that when the firft 
contentions, which have given rife to any party, 
are a litle fubfided ; the majority, who from acci- 
dental circumftances, from birth and family-con- 
nefiions, or perhaps, in a country like this, from 
connections in trade and commerce, give their 
names to it, and pafs in the catalogue for its ad- 
herents, know nothing of its origin and real 
principles ; and, while the tranquillity of public 
affairs fuffers them to be governed by their own 
minds, are but loofely attached to it, and enter 
little into its views : and yet thefe fame perfons 
are eafily wrought upon, and infpired with very 

different 
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different fentiments, if an unexpe&ed turn in 
public affairs, offers a fair occ 1on to their lea- 
ders. Heface the real character of any feft or 
party hath, In truth, little connexion with the 
general difpqfitions pf its nominal adherents, in 
quiet times. The difpofitions of the Leaders, 
•with refpedt to party views, make up the whole 
chara&er of the party. It is yet within our me- 
mory, that numerous clans of Highlanders, 
which for many years back had been compofed 
of peaceable and quiet fubjedts, no fooner heard 
their Chieftains pipe upon the hill, than they rof<? 
to a man, Rebels armed t 

Now if the Leaders of the modern Non-con** 
formifts are " hearty and fincere friends to the 
46 public peace, both in Church and State," * 
whence is it^ that, the writings of many 
among them, capable of far better things, 
breathe a fpirit of the moft virulent malig- 
pity againft the eftablifhment ? Whence is it, 
that they are ufed to treat the fubjedt of civil 
Jibeity, in a manner that hath given too much rea- 
ion tofufpeft, that the principles of a Non-con- 
formift in religion, and a Republican in politics, 
jure infeparably united ? Can they wifh the peace 
of the Church, who wiih not its liability ? Can 

' they 
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they wifh its (lability, who think €t that the Pre- 
€€ latical Hierarchy is a violation of religion both 
Cf natural and revealed? That people, in the com* 
" munion of the eftablifhed Church, may think 
*' themfelves religious, as the deformed think 
" themfejves handfome? Or may be religious, a$ 
, y trees may be accidentally fruitful in an un^. 
* f friendly foil, but that the conftitution is not re- 
« c ligion nor calculated to promote it? That the 
€€ Hierarchy, confidered as a corporation, is uncon- 
<c ftitutional ? That it is baneful to learning ? That 
* € Prelacy hurts morality ? That the whole of the 
<< Church-ritual is hurtful to popular Piety ? 
" That Epifcopacy is neither of divine nor human 
" right, but a human wrong, fqppreffive of divine 
" and human rights? That it is EXECRABLE ? 
« That Wake, Potter, Herring, Seeker, aU 
" rifqued Chriftianity to preferve the eftablifli- 
* c inept?" Thefe are the fentiments inculcated by 
Mr. Robinfon, in his Planof I^eBures upon the Princi* 
pies of Non-conformity : a work approved, it is to be 
remembered, by the Eaftern Aflbciation. How 
thefe fentiments, or the approbation of thefe 
fentiments, can be lodged in the fame bread with 
cordial and Jin cere friend/hip to the public peace \ in Church 
and State,* is a myftery not eafy to be explained. 

No? 
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1 Nor is it left difficult to underftand, how a prin- 
ciple of genuine loyalty to any King, or attachment 
to any Government but a mere democracy, can 
be reconciled to that impaffioned fondnefs for the 
democratic form, which exults in the American 
revolution, as "the moft important itep in the pro- 
greffive courfe of human improvement, next to 
the introduction of Chr-iftianity;" and places the 
glory of the American States in their emancipa- 
tion from LORDS, from BISHOPS, and from 
KINGS.* Nor is it eafy to underftand, how 
good wilhes to the compound of Church and 
State united, can confiff with an opinion, that the 
demolition of the eftablilhment is a thing fo re- 
quifite, for the perfect reformation of religion; 
that any civil commotions are to be expected 
with complacency, to be defired rather than 
/eared, which may be neceflary, as doubtlef9 
great commotions will be neceflary, for the at- 
tainment of that happy end.-f- That the moft un- 
exceptionable eftablilhment of religion would 
be, that all the inhabitants of the country ihould 
be obliged to fupport fdme form of the Chris- 
tian Religion. That even this eftablilhment 
" would not be perfect liberty in matters of 

religion. 

* Sec Dr. Price's Observations upon the Importance of the 
American Revolution. 

f See the conclufion of Dr. Prieftley's Hiftory of Cor- 
ruptions. 
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religion." But that " few perfons would objeft to 
it in the prefent Jlate of things" becaufe, though 
not perfeft liberty, " it might MAKE WAY 
for it."* 

While thefe are the avowed principles of its 
leaders, let them not pretend that friendftiip to 
the peace of Church and State, attachment 
to the Government, and loyalty to the King are 
the chara&ers of Non-conformity. Many Non- 
conformifts, it is confeffed, the majority, it is 
hoped, are at prefent, in themfelves, peaceable, 
well-affe&ed, loyal fubjedls. Every churchman 
will with pleafure recollect many of that cha- 
racter, within the circle of his own acquaintance. 
But what fecurity are their private difpofitions 
for the conduft of the party ? What fecurity for 
their own condudt, if any occafion fliould arife to 
ftir up party zeal, while the fpirrt of the SO- 
LEMN LEAGUE and COVENANT breathes, 
A% it does, in the approved writings of their moft 
^/admired teachers? 

The Non-conformifts urge a Third claim, upon; 
the Impartiality of the State. This is founded 
on a fuppofed grievance,, laid upon the Church 
of Scotland by the Corporation Adt and the Tcft 
Aft,-}' and upon the late repeal of the Irifh Teft. J 

It 
* Frieftley on the Firft Principles of Government p. 201, 
t Cafe §8. % Cafe 5 9. 
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It feeffls to be with no good grace, that the 
Englifli Non-conformifts take up the caufeof the 
Preibyterian Church of Scotlandj to which they 
bear the fartid affe&ioft as to the Englifli Chuf clu 
The Preibyterian Church of Scotland, in theiir 
judgment, " diffef s from the Churcfh of Rome as 
a kept miftrefs diffets from a ftreet-walking prof- 
titute."* The Church of Scqtlarid can complain' 
of no injuftice, while her fons enjoy all the rights, 
which flie ftipulated for them at the Union. But 
let her ftate her own grievances, if any have 
arifen ; lhe will deferve a refpedtful hearing. Bflt 
"at the fame time-let her beware of the infidious 
fervices of thefe officious advocates, the com- 
mon enemies of all eftablifliments ; who would 
add her ruin to that of her fitter Church. For 
€€ Epifcopacy and Prefbytery they hold to be 
equally intolerant/'-f* 

• As for the Noncdnfortnifttf in Ireland, Ireland 
beft knows what indulgences they may deferve, 
and what lhe may with fafety gfant. She miiffc 
judge for herftlf j atid fo muft England. The 
repeal of the Iriflh Teft in 1779, was probably 
occafioned by the dread of a 1 Spamfh invafion. 
But what is the true ufe of Ireland's example ? 
Eight years are not yet paffed over/fince the re- 

F peal 

* Sec Robinfon'i Lectures upon Non-conformity. 

+ Robinfon's Lcftures upon Non-conformity.. 
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peal took place. What is now the ftate of the 
Church of Ireland ? What is the fituation of the 
kingdom ? Is the repeal of the Teft jollified, as 
a political meafure, or is it not, by the prefent 
fituation of the Church and kingdom ? Let the 
queftion fleep. Its difcuffion might be more un- 
plealant, than it could be profitable. But let 
Great Britain beware. 

If the claims of the Non-confonnifts, upoa 
the gratitude, the juftice, and impartiality of 
die State, are thus weak in their foundations ; the 
Religious Motives, which they urge for the re- 
peal of the two Ads in queftion, are of no 
greater force. Thefe are now to be examined* 
Thpy are thefe three; 

i. That the application of the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper to the fecular ends -of civil 
focieties, is a profanation of that holy ordinance. 
For this, or nothing, is the amount of their fe- 
cond reaibn. cc The Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, being a matter purely of a religious na- 
ture, and being appointed by our blefled Savi- 
qw> only for the remembrance of his death, 
ought not to be applied to the fecular ends of 
civil focieties/** 

2. That 
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2. That thefe adts are fnares for the confci- 
ences of men. (f Since men may be compelled 
by their neceffities, or allured by fecular advan- 
tages, to do what they would not do, were 
they left to their own choice."^ 

3. That particularly they are fnares for the 
confciences of ferious Clergymen of the eftab- 
liflied Church ; and befides expofe them even tb 
vexatious profecutions, for a confcientious dik 
charge of a duty of their facred office. * 

The firft objection to the two Afts in queftion, 
fbat they amount to a profanation of the Lord**- 
Supper; the Non-conforriilffs owe to theiV great 
Champion Bifhop Hoadly : who made indeed the 
rtioftofit. It would hardly have beein wow reviv- 
ed but upon a prefumption that BHhop Sherlock's 
reply might be forgotten, or would be over- 
looked, by the friends of the eftabliment. Thefe 
laws, as that able writer hath clearly ihewn, fup- 
pofe no application of this Sacrament, on the 
part of the receiver, to any other than the ori- 
ginal purpofe ; the religious commemoration 
of our Lord's facrifice of himfelf for the fins 
of men. They only declare, that from the 
F 2 per* 
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performance of this rite, after a certain manner, 
the State will think it fafe to draw certain con- 
» clufions, concerning the principles of perfons fo 
performing it. And fo little do they tend to 
any abufe or mifapplication of the ordinance ; 
that they evidently fuppofe a fcrupulous atten- 
tion to its original end, on the part of the com- 
municant. His reverent opinion of its fan&ity 
is indeed the bafis of the legal conclufiop.. The 
real principles, uppn which thefe laws we^re in- 
troduced, feero to be thde; 

Upon the reftoration, it was deemed neceflary 
, for the prefervation of the conftitution, and to 
prevent^ for the time to come, fuch mifchiefs as 
religious differences, or the pretence of religious 
differences, had fo lately produced ; that perfons 
ilKaffeded to the eftablifhed Church fhould be 
excluded from certain places of truft and autho- 
rity. Sotpe criterion therefore was to be.eftab^ 
lilhed, for diftinguiftiing between the well and 
the ill-affe&ed, That the discrimination might 
be made iq the leaft irkfome manner to the fubjed:, 
no fubfeription was required to articles of doc- 
trine, no declared approbation difcipliae and 
rites: but Government feems to have looked out 
for fome fuch mark as might be found in the 
ordinary habits and practices of every man's life, 
by which its beft friends might be known from 

thofe 



Digitized by 



Google 



C 37 ] 

thofe whofe affections were more dbubtful. It 
was taken for granted, that every true Chriftian 
muft frequently commemorate the Redeemer** 
death, by that rite, which all true Chriftians 
confefs our Lord hirnfelf appointed for that pur- 
pofe ; and that thofe Chriftians, who were not 
Diffenters from the eftablifhed Church, muft jpin 
in the celebration of this rite in their parifli 
churches, after the manner of the Church of 
England. Thus the taking of the Sacrament, 
after the manner of the Church, feemect to be 
fuch a mark, as Government wifhed to find, of a 
friendly conformity. A mark which the volun- 
tary habits of the fubje&s life afforded, which 
rendered explicit declarations unneceffary. That 
this interpretation of a citizen's religious a&s, 
ihould be a profanation of thofe ads on the part 
of the community, or in any way improper or 
indecent, is a pofition which needs expla- 
nation. 

The fnare, which the Corporation ASt and the 
Teft Adt, are fupofed to fpread for the conferen- 
ces of men, is fuch a fnare as might equally be 
pretended in every inftance, in which the laws 
require the fecurity of an oath ; becaufe cafes 
will arife, in which Perjury, were it to efcape 
undetected, might be much for the fecular ad- 
vantage of the individual. 

But 
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'Bui. 6f all tfoe tfeafons that arc alleged, for 
the repeafl of thefe offetifiye laws, the pretence 
tff the perplexities, in which the parochial 
Clergy find their conferences entangled by them, 
«id of tfee danger of vexatious profecmions, to 
tfjiich that* crtrckf ftands fexpofed, is the moft 
dorttefffptible aitti ridiculous : Although this, 
like the ftri&r tff the thr£e religious motives of 
repeal, is bnfc of Hoadtey's afguments. That 
it fhbiild have been ufed by him, only ferves to 
lh^w, to what miferable fliifts great abilities may 
be deduced In the fervice of a weak caufe ; and 
the revival of it now, is a further argument of 
the preemption of our adverfaties tipon the 
ffopinenefs of Church-men, as if they could hear 
this obj&ftiori made, and forget, or negledfc, to 
Uf ittg fottfraYd Bifliop Sherlock's confutation. 

'* fttfth thefe dangers* itfeems arife, the danger* 
of a troubled confidence, and the danger of la^-^ 
fuits, from this circumftance ; though how this 
drcufljftance fh'dtild produce either, the whole 
phalanx Of the Bar, joihed in confutation with' 
dlttie Civilians, Candftifts, Cafuifts, and Divines 
ift Eufid^ev might be^ at a lofs to explain. Thefe 
dangfers both arife, froin a repugnance between 
4 cettiin^xlioftiatten, which the Pariili Prieflr is 
dirftfted by-the Rvibrit to deliver to the congre- 
gation, when he gives notice of the celebration of 
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the Boty communion, and the requifitfon* Qf *he 
TeftAft. The Exhortation "forbids blafpteawil 
*« of God, fknderers of his, word, adulters, ^c* 
" ta come w the Holy, Table ; and y#;ths mi* 
«' nifier* *s the Uw>i*$w ftaeds, ^fc ch$Non*con* 
*< formifts imagine) 15 bound to adrfcit. sill fuch 
" perforis to the foremen*, when they ctemand 
^ it as a qualification for an office f 01 ,fuhje& 
« himfelf to 9 prore<nition f ,, f 3ut i* it poffible* 
that any Clergy man ;{hould be brought into this 
dilemma, by any contrariety bptw$en m f^horta* 
tion, addrefled to the conferences of odrer men, 
and a law ptefcribing his ^wn duty?: It js indeed 
the official duty of every Parochial Minifier, to 
fcpfprce ths folemn warnings of the p^bldft Qxhor* 
tetion by private admonitions, where they Jeem 
to be UeedacU But if p.erfons of profanp, irrelU 
gioua lives* warned >of rtbe danger pf coming to 
the jbord'* Table without repentance, v*Ul ne- 
yetthelefs ooule, in defiance of that warning, and 
have a right, under the letter or the conftr u&ion 
of any hw, to demand ftdmiffion ; the laws abfchre 
the, plod's confidence, and leave the irapisty on 
the heads of thole, wljo,- warned of the danger, 
flefpiie _the faiaftity of the inftitution. The 
Prieft, .who . hath exhorted, -warned and ad- 
moniihed, hath done bis utmoft; untefs, befido 
the authority of exhortation, the law hath given 

him.. a power tp B-EPELI4. 

Now 
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Now thia is indeed the cafe. Every Pirilh 
Prieft hath power by the Rubric, and the Rubric 
is, no lefs than theTeft Aft, the law of the land; 
be hath legal power by the Rubric, to " repel 
" from the Lord's Table, every one who is an 
€€ open and notorious evil-liver, and every one 
* c that ; hath done any wrong to his neighbour, 
€c by word or deed, fo that the congregation be 
* c thereby offended, provided that he give ac- 
u count of the fame to the Ordinary within four- 
4C teen days after, at the furtheft." Now the 
confeience of any Minifter may be reafonably, 
indeed, alarmed, if through a wilful careleflhefs he 
hath doped fhort at exhortation, in any cafe in 
which he ought to have exercifed his power of 
repulfion. And his confeience may be the more 
Warmed, for fuch an omiffion of his fpiritual duty, 
if he knows how the law really fta&ds; and is not 
milled by that popular error, which hath impof- 
ed upon the Nbn-conformifts. The Teft Aft 
hath neither abolifhed, nor in the lead degree 
abridged, the power of Repulfion, with, which the 
Rubric invefts him* No blafphemer of God, no 
flanderer of his word, no open and notorious evil- 
liver would recover damages under the Teft Aft, 
againft a Minifter who fhbuld repel him. No* 
thing in the Teft Aft requires the admiffibn of' 
fuch perfons. Nor is the Minifter liable to any 
profecution, under the Teft Aft, to which he 
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would not be liable, if the Teft A A were repeal- * 
ed. An aftion might Hill be brought, by a per-' 
fon repelled upon the pretehce*of any crime; and 
if the minifter fliould not be able to make proof 
of the crime alleged, as the ground of there- 
pulfion, damages might perhaps be given. But 
then in repelling for the fufpicion of a crime, of 
which proof fhould be wanting, the Minifter 
would have a&ed indifcreetly, and would have* 
exceeded his powers. But let the Minifter take 
care to aft in ftri<ft .conformity to the Rubric, 
let him prove the crime, or the evil life of the 
repelled peffon, and the profecution muft be dif* 
miffed with cofts. For the Rubric is law, and 
5$ Bilhop Sherlock fays, with his ufual animation, 
i^ is as much a rule to his Majefty's judges in' 
Weftminfter Hall, as to the Curate of a Parifh.' 
Indeed the Teft Ad, when it requires that per- 
fons appointed to certain offices, lhall take the' 
Sacrament, evidently fuppofes, that none would 
be appointed to fuch offices, who fliould be un- 
worthy to receive it. This law was enafted iti 
times when religion was more regarded, than it 
is in the prefent : and it was within the intention 
of the Legiflature, to exclude from certain fitua-^ 
tions, not only religioiJs Non-conformifts, but 
irreligious Church-men. To exclude thofe un- 
found members even of the eftabliihed Church, 
who by the fcandal of their lives, Ihould be in- 
G admiffible 
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admiffible to the Lord's Table. If the effeft of 
the Law hath not perfe&ly anfwered the inten- 
tion, the failure is owing to the relaxation of 
Ecclefiaftical difcipline : and the true remedy 
for this, is not to repeal the Laws, but to provide 
for their better execution. 

The Reafons, by which the Non-conformifts 
would perfuade the political expedience of the 
meafure, which they recommend, remain to 
be examined. It will appear, that their plea 
is weak, in the part where it ought to be 
ftrongeft. 

The firft argument for the Political Expedi- 
ence of the meafure, is not exprefsly ftated among 
the pretended reafons ; but it is fuggefted in the 
narrative, with which the reafons are prefaced, 
and it is founded on the original intention of the 
ad. " The Teft Aft, it is alleged, as the title 
** fets forth, was, made wholly againft Papifts, 
c * and not to prevent any danger, which, could 
*' happen to thti Nation or Church from th& 
« Difienterft." Whence it may feem a fair in« 
ference, that it is all abufe of the aft, to turn it 
againft Diffenters. Now it is true, that the title 
of the Ad mentions only dangers from Popifli 
Recufants. But it is equally true, that the pro^ 
Vifions of the Ad equally affed all Diffenters. 
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And this general operation of the Aft, againft 
them all, was a thing forefeen and intended. 
Elfe what was the lingular difintereftednefs of the 
Prefbyterians in contributing to thepaffing of the bill? 
And what was the pertinence of Alderman Love's 
patriotic declaration, in the name of his party, 
that it was their defire, that u nothing with re- 
€€ lation to them might intervene, to flop the fe- 
" curity which the Nation and the Proteftant 
w Religion might derive from the Teft. Aft?" 
What was the virtue, or the fenfe of this declara- 
tion, if it was not forefeen that the Teft Ad: 
would have relation to Difiehters ? And why was 
the aft fo framed, as to have relation to Diffen* 
ters, if no danger from them, to the Nation 
or the Church was apprehended ? The truth 
feems to be, that the Diffenters were, equaltywith 
•Papifts, the original objcfts of the A6t ; and Miv 
Alderman Love, and his party, had the good po- 
licy, to make a merit of fubmiffion, to a meafure' 
which they had not a fufficient ftrength of iiv- 
tereftto defeat, 

Again the fimilarity between the Corporation 
Aft and the Teft Aft, is fo great, as to createa reafo- 
nable prefumption, that the two laws have nearly 
the fame objeft. But the Corporation Aft which 
was the earlier of the two, was made, without 
any particular reference to Papifts, for the- ex- 
G z prefs 
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£refs and fole purpofe of excluding Diflenters. 
This faft is fo notorious, from the hiftory of the 
times, and from the preamble of the Aft itfelf, 
that the Non-conformifts in their Cafe pretend 
not to deny k : but they would artfully afcribe 
it to the " great heat and violence of the period," 
in-which that Aft was pafled. The truer ac- 
count of the matter, is, that it was paffed in a 
time ofextr erne danger; of danger from thofe tur- 
bulent republicans, who had poflefled themfelves 
of the fuperior offices in corporations during the 
ufurpation ; infomuch that without this Aft the 
Reftoration had been incompleat. The fame 
dangers would undoubtedly return, if the fame 
defcription of men fhould be able, at any future 
time, to intrude themfelves into the fame utua«> 
tions. The Corporation Aft, with great wifdom 
and with juilice, hath provided for their perpe- 
tual exclufion; The Teft Aft, by a fimilar ex- 
clufion of the fame perfons, together with the 
Roman Catholics, from offices of another kind, 
provides againft the fame, or equal, dangers iji 
another quarter. Thus the two laws explain each 
other, and as it would be unreafonable in the 
Roman Catholics to claim exemption from the 
Corporation Aft, by virtue of the Legislature's 
original intention ; it is equally unreafonable in 
, the Diflenters, upon any fuch ground, to claim 
an exemption from the Teft Papifts were not 

more 



Digitized by 



Google 



c 45 a 

more the fpecial obje£t of the one, than Diffen- 
ters of the other. 

After all, the a&ual fenfe of thefc laws 
depends not on the comparifon of the two ; 
nor on any artificial conftru&ion of either, taken 
by itfelf; nor on the intention of t)ie Legis- 
lature at the time when the laws were fir ft paffed, 
as it may be collected from hiftory, nor even as 
it is declared in the preambles'of the laws them- 
felves. The authoritative interpreter of the Sta- 
tutes, is the Statute Book, Now whatever might be 
the particular views of that Parliament, by which 
the Teft A&, was firft eftablilhed ; fubfequent Ads 
have exprefsly turned the fenfe and intent of that 
Statute againft Diffenters of all denominations. 
The Toleration Adt itfelf enumerating former 
laws, which fhall not be conftrued to extend to 
thofe Diffenters, who fhall comply with certain 
fpecified conditions, exprefsly referves the Teft 
A£t, as a Statute, which fhall ftill extend to them. 
It matters therefore little, what might be the 
original purpofe of the Aft. It now ftands in 
the Statute Book, a declared provifion for the 
fecurity of the Church, by law eftablifhed, againft 
Diffenters of all denominations. It is *o be con- 
fidered indeed, as a claufe of the Toleration Aft, 
copied into it from the older Statutes. 

It will hardly be denied, that the power which 
may enaft new laws, may apply an old law to a 
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n&w .purpofe. It could not, therefore, be 
pretended, that the extenfidn of the Teft Aft 
by the Parliament of William and Mary, 
had its fenfe been really extended, would 
have introduced any contradiction, or incon- 
fiftence into the body of the Statute Law ; al* 
though the original purpofe of the aft had been 
as flriftly confined to Popifli recufants, as it ap- 
pears to be in the preamble of the law as it is cited 
in the cafe of the Proteftant Diflenters. " The 
defign of the aft, fays the Cafe, was, as the pre- 
* € amble declares, to quiet the minds of his Majefty\$ 
iC good fubjeffs, by preventing dangers which might 
" happen from Popijh recufants" Were thefe the 
exaft words of the preamble, as every -one 
muft imagine, who knows the Aft only by 
theCafe,and fees thefe words difli guiftied there 
by the Italic charafter; the declaration would 
indeed be, that the end of the aft was fingle ; 
tiamely, to prevent dangers from Popifh Recu- 
fants, as a means of quieting the minds of his 
Majefty's good fubjefts, alarmed with the appre- 
henfion of thofe dangers. Still this declaration, 
of the law's firft end, would not have hindered, 
but that the Revolution Parliament might ap- 
ply the law to another end, to the prevention 
of other dangers* But the true words of the 
preamble are thefe : For preventing dangers which 
ptaj happen from Popifh ncufrnts^ and qmeting the 
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*»//&& of bis Majefi/s good fubjefts, be it enaBed, &c. 
Thefe words may be underftood to declare a 
double intention of the Aft : an intention to pre- 
vent dangers from Popifh recufants in particular, 
and an intention of quieting the minds of his 
Majefty's good fubjefts, difturbed alfo with the 
apprehenfion pf other dangers. The Toleration 
Aftj accepting the preatnble in this larger mean- 
ing, which is indeed the moft confident with the 
provifions in the body of the ftatqte, re-enafts 
the law, with an exprefs direction of it to this 
more general end. 

Upon 'the Revolution, when a bill was brought' 
into Parliament for abrogating the oaths of alle- 
giance to the abdicated King, upon its fecond 
reading in the Upp^r Houfe, it was propofed to . 
annex a claufefor a repeal of the Teft, with refpeft 
to Protectant Diffenters. The additional claufq 
was rejefted by a great majority ; but not with* 
out a prpteft of fome noble Lords, againft th$ 
omiflSon. From this proteft the Non-confor- 
mifts bprrow a fecond argument for the expedi* 
ency of the repeal, which, like the firft, appears 
in the Narrative, not in the lift of their Reafons, 
€( A greater caution, faid the diflentient Peers, 
cc ought not to be required from fuch as are ad* 
* ( mitted into offices, than from the Members of 
«f the (wo Houfes of Parliament ; who are not 
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" obliged to receive the Sacrament to enable 
u tKemto fit in either Houfe." 

This reafoning is not fo found as it is fpecious. 
. In the Upper Houfe, the Temporal Peers claim 
their feats by inheritance : and men may not be 
fo eafily deprived of their hereditary rights, 
which would be the effeft of a Teft Law ex- 
tended to the peerage for their feats, as they may 
be excluded from what is no right at all, from 
places conferred by the favour of the Crown. 
With refpeft to the Lower Houfe, although no 
Teft is required of thofe who are once elected ; 
yet to conclude, that the Teft Laws in no way 
reach them, is a fallacy. No Teft is required of 
perfons once elefted, becaufe the Corporation " 
Aft, while it remains in force, will always effect 
the exclufion of Diflenters, by obftrudting their 
eleflions. Not their total exclufion. It is not 
to be wiflied, that they lhould be totally ex- 
cluded from either Houfe.. It is fit that fome 
few fhould fit in both Houfes, were it only that 
from felf-intereft, they will always be vigilant 
guardians of the Toleration. No danger is to 
be apprehended from Diflfenters in Parliament, 
unlefs they were to become a majority. A ma- 
jority in the Upper Houfe they never can be- 
come, without fuch an impolitic enlargement of 
the peerage, as is little to be apprehended. A 

majority 



Digitized by 



Google 



C 49 2 

v 

hidjority in the HoUfe of Commotio they fieVer 
can become; unleft. the diffenting intereft firft 
gets an afcendeney in corporations. It is one 
great ufe of the Corporation Aft; though riot its 
immediate end^ that it nips this danger in the 
bud : infomueh that whilft this law fliall remain 
in force, ic will* be unneceffary to require a teft 
of the particular perfons returned to Parliament* 
For fo long as Diffenters are not a majority of 
either Houfej and are not introduced in fuch 
numbers, as might enable them, with the addition 
of what weak churchmen they might win over to 
their fide* upon particular queft ions, to make oc- 
casional majorities ; Parliament, though it may 
contain fome Diffenters, is ftill colleftively a 
Churchman. . The Corporation Aft, by cheek- 
ing the too luxuriant growth of the dif- 
fering intereft, and the Prerogative of the 
Crown^ by keeping the peerage pure, dre as ' it 
were the Tefts, which feverally anfwer for the 
principles of either Houfe of Parliament. 
To this it may be added, that a feat in Par- 
liament, is not the fituatioi^ in which the * 
Non-conformift can fecretly promote the intereft 
of his party. . He can carry no meafure by him- 
felf. The concurrence of a majority muft be 
obtained. And this concurrence cannot other- 
wife be obtained than by an avowal of his princi- 
ples, ; and a fair fubmiffion of his fchemes to 
H public 
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public difcuffion* The Tefl: Laws are intended 
to prevent the mifchief, which the fame man 
might do in fecret, and by himfelf ; by an artful 
ufe of power lodged in his own hands, to be ex- 
crcifed by his own discretion. The fame perfon 
therefore, who may fafelyte admitted to a feat 
in either Houfe, may be unfit toehold an office in 
a Corporation, or a place under the Crown : " and 
a greater caution ought to be required from per- 
fons admitted into offices; than from Members 
of Parliament." 

A> third argument, for the political expedience 
of the prppofed repeal, occurs in the fourth pa* 
ragraph of the Reafohs. It is briefly this : that 
the Teft is a mean inefficient to its. end. That 
it is no real or effectual fecurity for the Church 
of England, becaufe " the occafional receiving 
df the Lord's Supper, as a qualification for a 
place, cannot imply, that thofe, who thus re- 
ceive it. mean to declare their full and entire 
approbation of the wjiole conftitution and frame 
of the eftabliflieid Church." If a fence is weak, 
it fhould be ftrengthencd ; if a wall may be 
jumped over, it ihould be raifed. This argu- 
ment only proves the expediency of Queen 
■Ann'* ftatute againft Occafional Conformity, and 
deferves no farther anfwer. It fa mentioned in* 
deed as a farther invperfedbn of the, Teft Aft, 
-" ^ which 



Digitized by 



Google 



I * 3 

which it may be faid, cotfld not be reniedied by 
any law againft occafional conformity, that it 
excludes not Infidels. Notorious Infidels are 
excluded by an older' law ; the Rubric. If con- 
cealed Infidels will defy the fan<3ity of the ordi- 
nance, they will equally defy the fan&ity of an 
oath. Yet oaths are ufefuU 

The fixth paragraph of the Reafons, contains 
a ftring of Reafons fo prepofterbufly arranged ; 
that it is too evident, the framers of the Cafe 
feared and ihunned the perfpicuity, which arifes 
from order, left 1 it ihould betray the weakneft of 
their argument, Firft it is faid, * € the repeal of 
the Corporation and Teft Aft would be a relief 
to many of his Majefty Yfaithful fubje&s." Then, 
that " it would lay no difficulty or hardfliip 
upon any.' 1 Then, in particular, " that it 
would no way affedt the eftablifhed Churoh. v 
Of thefe three reafons, the firft two are evi- 
dently e mifplaced. That the repeal would not 
lay difficulty, or hardftrfp, upon any of his TSfa- 
jetty's faithful fubje&s fliould be proved, before 
its efficacy for the relief of others can be alleged 
as a reafon for it. For the relief of any ftt of 
fabjedss, however faithful, cannot without injuf- 
tice be attempted, by a meafure oppreffive to 
others hot lefs deferving. The fecond of thefe firft 
tWftpoiitioAS, is again dependent upon the third, 
Ha public 
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For if the contrary, of what is affumcd in the 
third pofition, ftiould be true ; if the greateft 
.mifchiefs would be likely to enfue from the re- 
peal to the eftablilhed Church ; if its ruin would 
be, the remote perhaps, but the certain confer 
quence $ then it cannot be faid, that none would 
be harmed by a meafure detrimental to fo great 
a majority of the people. 

. And how is it that, the repeal would no way 
affect the eftablilhed church ? Why truly " Re- 
M ligion and the national church were eftablilh- 
V ed before thefe ads were pafled; and would 
<< continue to be eftablilhed were they totally 
f< repealed. The Do&rine, the Difcipline and 
f« Privileges of the Church, would remain 
" exadfcly as they are at prefent. Its conftitu- 
f c tion and its form of Government are not f$- 
€C cured by thefe A&s, nor would it be injured 
ff by the total repeal of them. ,> 

Now it is true that the Corporation A& and 
the Teft Adt are not the laws, by which the 39. 
articles are ratified $ the ufe of the Liturgy pre* 
fcribed ; the tithes appointed for the maintenance 
of the Clergy; or the power and privileges of the 
feveral orders and offices of the Hierarchy de- 
fined. Thefe laws, therefore, neither eftablilh 
the Church, nor create its^ rights. Npr is 
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any man's property in his money in the Public 
funds, or in the furniture of his houfe, created 
by the laws, by which Forgery and Burglary are 
made capital offences. Yet thefe laws fecure the 
ufe and poffeffion of property, which other laws 
create. Property would not long continue in the 
owners hands, were thefe laws repealed ; nor 
would the value of the right be touch, when the 
poffeffion Ihould become precarious. That ref- 
lation, which the laws againft violence and fraud 
bear to laws of Property, the Corporation Adt 
and the Teft Aft bear to the laws, J?y which the 
Church is eftabliihed. The Eftablifhment i§ 
not made, but it is guarded by them : juft as a 
Gentleman's property in his grounds is not made, 
but it is guarded by his park- fence and by his gar- 
den-wall. Notwithftanding therefore, that thefe 
Adts are not the very foundations of the eftablilh- 
ment ; notwithftanding that were they repealed, 
its foundations would remain ; that the Dodrine, 
Difcipline, and Privileges of the Church would 
remain^ in law, what they are at prefent : yet it 
is not true, c * that its conftitution and its form of 
f f Government are not ficured by thefe Afts, and 
*< would not be injured by the repeal of them." 
With equal truth it might be faid, that a build- 
. ing is not fecured by a buttrefs, and would not. be 
injured by its removal; becaufe the buttrefs is no 
part of the foundation. •' But buildings have been 
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khown to fall', while the foundations have beep 
unimpaired. y^Vnd how long our National Church 
fliould ftand, if thefe two buttrefTes Ihould be 
taken away, would depend upon the zeal and 
cunning of the Non-conformifts, to improve the 
opportunities of its gradual ruin, which this 
weak policy would afford them. To fay, that 
the repeal of thefe a&s would bring no hard- 
Ihip upon any, when it would expofe the Church 
to fo great danger, is a poor Sophifm. Perhaps 
no hardfhip would, for fome considerable time, 
be felt by individuals. But the utility, and the 
juftice indeed, of a public meafure is to be efii- 
raated, not fo much by its immediate efft& upon 
the fortunes and the happinefs of individuals, as 
by its remote influence upon the common weal, 
And the contrivers of that meafure are to be exe- 
crated, which tends finally to public calamity, 
although no one citizen ihould perceive himfelf 
the worfe for it for a whole century. 

And now if thepxjfition were adrriiffible, which 
it is not, that the repeal of thefe ads would 
bring no hardfhip upon any ; yet who are they* 
thofe many faithful fubje&s of his Majefty, to 
whom it would afford relief? Not Churchmep ; 
for they cannot be aggrieved by the laws, whkh 
are the fecurity of their rights. Bat our 
LOYAL Nonconformifts would be relieved by 
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the repeal* From what grievance ? Frotti the 
grievance of> being excluded from public offices 
of profit and authority. But if the law, as it 
now ftands, exclude tjifem from thefe, it alfo ex- 
cufes them from offices of burthen* It w^s the 
folemn opinion of the Judges, particularly of 
Mr. juftice Forfter and Mr* Juftice Wilmot, in 
the famous cafe of Allen Ev&ns, that the immu- 
nity on the one hand compenfates the inability 
on the other; and, as equal forces, a&ing in op- 
polite dire&ions, deftroy each other's feparate 
effe&s, the total effedfc of the Teft Laws, upon 
the body of the Diflenters, is neither grievance 
nor advantage* But where no grievance hath 
tfc'ken place, no relief can be afforded, 

Upoto the whole, it appears, that the plea of 
the Non-conformifts, for the repeal of the twa 
ads if* queftion, fails in every part. That they 
have no claim upon the Gratitude, the Juftice, 
or the Impartiality of the Britifh Government : 
That theif objections to the Sacramental Teft, as 
afii application of a religious ordinance, to the 
fecular ends of civil fociety, and as /a fnare for 
the confciences of men, are frivolous : and that 
the whole weight of argument from Political Ex- 
pedience is on the contrary fide. Upon this view 
dfthe merits of their cafe, a regular detail of rea- 
fbnsupon our own fide of the queftion-, m addi- 
tion 
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tion to thofe which the difcuffioii hath drawrt 
forth, may be fpared. The members of the 
Legiflative Council will not forget, that thefe 
A<5ts lay no reftraint upon the fubjeft, which is 
not equally laid upon the Crown itfelf : That 
the Teft A& is one of the Laws, which are de- 
clared perpetual by the Union : That one great 
end of the Revolution was to preferve the efta- 
blifhed Church ; and " that to maintain and pre-; 
ferve inviolably the fettlement of the Church of 
England/' is a part of the Coronation Oatb. A 
late republication renders the bare mention of 
thefe points fufficient. With what decency fub- 
jedts may folicit a liberty, which the cpnfiitutioi* 
hath denied to Royalty itfelf; urge the repeal of 
laws interwoven with the treaty which unites the 
kingdoms; attempt a meafttfe whigh wo'tild com- 
mit the Majefty of Britain with engagements of 
which Heaven is the witnefs and guarantee ; our 
Non-conformifts had done well to confider. — 
They have not confidered. But it is little to be 
feared, but that the Britifh Parliament will better 
know ks own dignity, than to follow the example 
of their precipitance. Parliament will confider 
the meafure both in itfelf and in its confequen.ces. 
If the meafure in itfelf is difrefpeftful to the 
Crown, and infradtive of the Union; it cannot be 
adopted* If in its natural confequences, it 
threatens the heavieft mifchiefs ; the wifdom of 

Parliament 
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Parliament will not truft the Public weal to the 
precarious fecurity of fair pretentions. In the 
year 1772, when the Diflenting Minifters 
were petitioning for relief from the fubferiptions 
required by the Firft of W. and M. public 
promifes. were made in the name of the body, in 
the ftrongeft words which language could fup- 

- ply, that the Diflenting Clergy, if they might be 
gratified in that requeft, would efteem their to- 
leration perfedt, nor ever extend their wifhes 
to any further indulgence. * The Diflenters 
now folicit a repeal of the Teft-Laws. The 
ftrongeft affurances, it is faid will be given in 
the name of the party, that: gratified in this re- 
queft, they never will extend their views to any 
further indulgence. The promife is in itfelf 
fufpicious. To what further indulgences can 
their views at any time extend, if once they fliall 
be put upon an even footing with the beft friends 

. of the eftabliftiiiient ? Yes, — Notwith (landing 
their declared enmity to ecclefiaftical eftabliflv- 
ments in general, their views may extend to 
fomething further, than a free admiffion of their 
laity to civil offices. The public hath been told, 

♦ Sec a Vindication of the Froteftant Diflenting Minifteri , 
with regard to their late application to Parliament, by 
Andrew Kippis, D. D. London, printed for G. Robinfon in 
Pat<?r-Nofter-Row, 1772. 
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that it would be but equitable, that one church, 
at leaft, in every confiderable town lhould be fet 
apart for the Diflfenters; and that fuch a portion of 
the tithes, ET CiET,ERA,of that diftri<a fliould 
be allotted to the Minifter,' as fhould be propor- 
tioned to the numbers of his followers.* It 
hath even been fuggefted, that a time may come, 
and may be at no great diftance, when a portion of 
the Tithes and the ETCjETERA will not fuffice: 
When under the authority of an Arian or Socinian 
Parliament (which nothing indeed might fo foon 
produce as the repeal of the Corporatipn A£t) 
the rafh defenders of the prefent fyftem, depofed 
from their dignities, and plundered of their emc*- 
luments, may be thankful if they efcape the 
horrors of a jail.-f- Since then things may come 
within ambition's view, far beyond what is now 
demanded ; what fecurity can the Non-con- 
formifts give, that fome ten years hence, they will 
feel themfeives more firmly bound by the pro- 
mifes of 1787, than they are now bound by the 
promifes of 1772? The contrariety, of their pre- 
fent condud: afcd their late engagements, cafts 
jio imputation of i.nfiocerity upon thofe who ven- 

* Sec Dr. Prieftley'a Importance of Free Enquiry page 
44—46. 

f See Dr. Prieftlcy's Second Letters to the Archdeacon of 
St. Alban's, page 88. 
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turcd to pafs their word. It only fliews, that all 
fuch promifes, in the name of a party, are in 
truth, fymptoms of certain forebodings in their 
own minds, that the very next ftep in the natural 
courfe of things, to their prefent purfuit,' is to at- 
tempt, what they would engage fliall never be at- 
tempted; and it lhews befides, that the faireft in- 
tentions of individuals cannot govern the condufl: 
of a party, or avert the natural confequences of 
any public meafure. Should the Teft-Laws be 
now repealed, Diffenters will be Diffenters ftill. 
Their influence will be increafed, while their 
prejudices will remain entire. Their prejudices 
will incite them to ufe their increafed influence, 
firft for the reformation of religion ; and then, 
fince their politics are for the mod part Angular, 
for the bettering of the State. Governmment 
will have thrown down the beft barrier it had to 
oppofe to innovation ; and the work of refor- 
mation will go on, without obftrudtion, till one 
ftone will not be left (landing upon another of the 
admired fabrickdf the BRITISH CONSTITU. 
TION. 
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*T*HAT fuller juftice may be done to the me* 
■*■ rits of that ineftimable work, which, ia 
the year 1778, received the approbation of the 
HARLOW SYNOD; fome extracts from it 
ihall be given here, which have been- inadver- 
tently omitted in their proper place. They arc 
paflages, which fet in 1 the ftrongeft light the 
loyalty of the writer himfelf, and that of the 
members of the applauding Synod. 

« DESPOTISM is tKe defideratum of moft 
Princes. (Robinfon's L$&ures, p. 31.) 

<c That fo much Epifcopacy in a State, fo 
much Defpotifm, is a certain truth." (p # 32.) 

" Princes know no herefy but Patriotifai, and 
no orthodoxy but Defpotifm." (p. 40.) 

Thefe are not only avowed, as the political 
principles of the Non-conformifts, but every 
Diflenting Minifter is earneftly exhorted by Bro- 
ther Robinfon, and the HARLOW SYNOD, 
to prefs the importance of them upon the minds 
of his Catechumens ; and to perfuade them, * 
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that " to inculcate thefe principles in the Church, 
is the beft preferyative of the State." (p. 32) It 
fliould feem, however, that this aphorifm is to 
be underftood with reference only to the prefent 
date of things. The fupreme efficacy of this 
State-prefervative is to be acknowledged, fo long 
only as the State fliall ungracioufly and unjuftly 
with-hold from the pious Non-conformift the 
power, of inculcating his principles, by more 
effedtual means than writing and declamation. 
If ever the Non-conformifts fliould acquire their 
juft fliare of power, they will doubtlefs find bet? 
ter means of difleminating their principles, for 
the State's prefervation, than the pens and elo- 
quence of their paflors, fupported by the decrees 
of their Synods* 

Not to fatigue the readers patience, with two 
great a length or variety of extra&, it fhall fuf- 
fice to remark in general, that whoever would 
form his mind to a clear apprehenfion of the idea, 
which exaftly correfponds with the word Loy- 
alty, as it is ufed'by the Non-conformifts, fliould 
never lay out of his hand, by dgy or night, till 
he has gotten them both by heart, Mr. Robin- 
fon's Plan of Leftum upon Non-conformity, , and 
Mr. S. Palmer's Protejtant Diffenter's Catechifm. 
Two books, fciall in fizd, cheap in price, but 
rich in matter: not indeed containing anyone 
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principle of the Chriftian Religion, or of any re- 
ligion under the Sun (except fome abufed texts 
may be called principles) but to make amends 
for this defe£t, replete with wife maxims of 'ge- 
neral Policy, curious paffages of Britifh Hiftory, 
and fage remarks upon the conftitution of our 
Country ecclefiaftical and civil. Of which this 
one may ferve for a fpecimen : <c The Supreme 
fC head of the church of England/* fays Mr; 
Rbbinfon, by whofe mouth let it never be for- 
gotten, that the HARLOW SYNOD fpeaks; 
t€ The Supreme head of. the church of England 
is a King, or a Queen, Lutheran, Prefbyterian, 
Prelatical, or Popifh,?' (p. 19.) To give a colour 
to this Calumny, k is alleged, that the church 
hath exifted under Princes of all thefe different 
perfuafions.. But what matters it, under what 
Princes it HATH exifted, when the laws have 
long fince provided, that the wearer of the Crown 
ihall hold communion with none but the efta- 
blifhed Church ? And yet upon the pretence of 
what hath been, the Non-conformift youth are 
to be trained to the belief that a Popifh King 
might ftill be the conftitutional Head of the 
ciuitch of England. 
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ERRATA. 

?age Z» ^ ne & Seffims for Seffion. 
6, line is. continues for continue: 
jo, line nit* w&Vj& effeSed, for, which han/t ijfefftd. 
19, line 24. not upon, tot not folfly upon* 
2.6, line 17* »tf for £^ 
39, line 2. o^rrr for c^ar. 
36, line 24. approbation difcipline, for approbation* of 

Sfcipline. 
51, bottom, public hi for. , 

56, line 26. « for j*. 

line ult. ihrtatem lot threaten* 
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